
REceIVED::
.~~~~\ ••~1995 :~~~~r'

•

Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

ocr 1 1 19~~

EX PARTE OR LATE FJLEO

DocKErFILECQPYO'D
fJ~GINAL

9504205

Honorable Charles S. Robb
United States Senator
Russell Senate Office Building, Room 493
First and Constitution Avenue, N.E.
Washington, DC 20510-4304

Dear Senator Robb:

Thank you for your letter of September 11, 1995, on behalf of your constituent, Mr. Charles
H. Logan, regarding Apple Computer, Inc.'s ("Apple") petition for rulemaking which, requests
an allocation of spectrum to provide unlicensed communications services. Mr. Logan
expresses support for Apple's proposal. I would like to take this opportunity to give you a
status report on this proposal and a related rulemaking.

On May 15, 1995, the Wireless Information Networks Forum ("WINForum") filed a Petition
for Rulemaking (RM-8648), requesting that 250 megahertz of spectrum at 5.1 - 5.35 GHz be
allocated for a new high-speed, high-bandwidth, unlicensed radio service, or Shared
Unlicensed PErsonal Radio Network ("SUPERNet"). According to WINForum, SUPERNet is
designed to allow wireless access to the full range of data communications capabilities now
being deployed in landline networks to support multimedia and other resource-intensive
applications.

On May 24, 1995, Apple filed a Petition for Rulemaking (RM-8653), requesting that 300
megahertz of spectrum at 5.15 - 5.30 GHz and 5.725 - 5.875 GHz be allocated for a new
high-speed, high-bandwidth, unlicensed radio service. Apple contends that this allocation
("the NIl Band") would promote full development of a National Information Infrastructure by
making possible high-bandwidth access and interaction throughout a limited geographic area,
where mobility is key, and by providing as well for a wireless element of "community
networks" serving a larger area.
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Honorable Charles S. Robb 2.

Please note that we have placed your correspondence in the docket for the Apple and
WINForum petitions (RM-8653 and RM-8648) and assure you that your constituent's letter
will be considered before the Commission makes a determination in this proceeding. Thank
you for your interest in this matter. If we can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate
to contact us.

Richard M. Smith
Chief
Office of Engineering and Technology
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The Honorable Reed E. Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room #814
Washington, DC 20554-0001

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I have been contacted by Mr. Charles H. Logan of Arlington,
Virginia, expressing concern about Apple Computer's proposal to
set aside open access frequencies. I am enclosing a copy of the
correspondence I've received.

I would appreciate it if you could review the letter and
consider its insightful suggestions as the FCC evaluates related
issues. Many thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely,

~(f2.,J:JR,
Charles S. Robb
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Enclosure
cc: Mr. Charles H. Logan
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1830 N Ode Street
Arlington VA 22209-1~10

July 12. 1995

The Honorable Charles Robb
United States Senate
Washington DC 20510

Dear Senator Robb~

I am vriting to soliclt your support for the proposal by Apple Computer
that the FCC set aside a large block of frequencies that any American
could use. vithout fee I doll.it knov vhat role Congress is playing in
this idea at this point. but according to today's nevspaper, the FCC has
just finished collecting public comment, Since I had no prior opportuni
ty to make any comment to FCC. I am hoping that you viII convey my
sentiments to them. as veIl as make note of them for the time that
Congress does become involved in the iSSUE

The Apple proposal requests 30011hz be set aside for community-vide
broadcasting, A counter-proposal by telephone companies suggests 250 l1hz
vith a very limited range, suitable for only vithin-building broadcast
ing, Those restrictions vould help the phone companies protect them
selves from competition

The public interest, as opposed to the interest of the phone companies,
vould be served better by the Apple proposal, vhich vould alloy unlimited
lnnovatlon and experimentation vith nev technologies and services In
ef fect. 1 t ·would crea te a small area of air space f or the Internet, It
is impossible to predict the advances this could lead to, and that is
precisely vhy it should be as broad aLd as unrestricted in form as
possible Do not let the phfjne companies control or restrict this
exciting nev realm of communication and invention

Congress may be vorrled that the federal government may lose some money
by givlng avay a small part of the spectrum instead of auctioning it off
I th1nk that 1S look1ng a: lt backvard The spectrum should be seen as
belonglng, or1ginally and inherently, to The People [or to nobody, ·which
1S another vay of saying the same thing] ,not to the government
Reserving 300 Mhz for unllcensed publ1C use vould be glvlng back to the
public vhat is rightfully its in the f1rst place The federal revenues
that ~would be "lost" -,,;ould remain in the hands of taxpayers, vho can
decide fo! themselves what 1S the best and highest use of that money

Slncerely,

Charles 'H Logan


